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GUS R. LESNEVICH, INC. 



Gus R. Lesnevich Khody R. Detwiler 

Forensic Document Examiners 



310 Airport Drive, Suite 4 
Martinsburg, PA 16662 



Telephone: 
Facsimile: 



(814) 793-2377 
(814) 793-3790 



March 25, 2012 



Re: Paul D. Ceglia v. Mark Elliot Zuckerberg and Facebook, Inc., 
Civil Action No, l;10-cv-00569-RJA 



Expert Report of Gus R. Lesnevich, Forensic Document Examiner 



I. QUALIFICATIONS 



My name is Gus R. Lesnevich and I am a Forensic Document Examiner. I am currently 
self-employed at Gus R. Lesnevich, Inc. I have more than 40 years of experience in the field. I 
was certified by the Department of Defense, United States Army, as an Examiner of Questioned 
Documents in 1970. In 1974, I was recruited by the United States Secret Service, where I 
served as a Forensic Document Examiner specializing in signature identification for eight years. 
Since leaving the Secret Service in 1981, 1 have been in private practice. I have testified as an 
expert for more than 40 years in more than 500 cases, both civil and criminal. A copy of my 
curriculum vitae is attached as Exhibit A to my initial declaration in this case, dated May 31, 
2011 (Doc. No. 52). 

The expert practice of forensic document examination is widely accepted in courts in the United 
States and around the world, I have testified in all courts of the United States Aimed Forces, 
state and federal courts throughout the United States, and courts in Europe and Asia. I have 
worked on cases for the foreign governments of South Korea, South Vietnam, Australia, New 
Zealand, and the overseas embassies of Great Britain and France. Some of the more highly 
publicized cases for which I have been retained or in which I have testified, such as Iran/Contra 
and Whitewater, are identified in my curriculum vitae. Additionally, a published opinion of the 
United States Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit in United States v. Rutland discusses my 
qualifications as an expert. A copy of that opinion is attached as Exhibit B to my initial 
declaration in this case, dated May 31, 201 1 (Doc. No, 52). 

The leading organization that establishes standards for Forensic Document Examiners is ASTM 
International, originally known as the American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM). 
ASTM International provides standards for forensic sciences, including Forensic Document 
Examination. It was formed over a century ago, is one of the largest voluntary development 
organizations in the world, and is a trusted source for materials, products, systems and services. 
I have followed the ASTM International standards as they relate to this case in all respects. 



I understand that Plaintiff Paul Ceglia has produced several images of the purported contract on 
which his lawsuit is based, a two-page physical document titled "WORK FOR HIRE" 
CONTRACT (hereafter, Work for Hire document). These images include the copies attached to 



n. PURPOSE OF EXAMINATION 
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Ceglia's Complaint, filed June 30, 2010, and to a June 27, 2010 email that Ceglia sent to his 
attorney, Paul Argentieri, that was produced by Ceglia in this case. 

I also understand that Ceglia produced the purported Work for Hire document to his expert 
Valery Aginsky in January 2011, and that Mr. Aginsky created images of that physical 
document. Finally, I understand that Ceglia produced the purported Work for Hire document to 
Defendants' experts on July 14, 2011 as part of the court-ordered expedited discovery, and that 
Defendants' expert Peter V. Tytell created images of that physical document on the day the 
document was provided. 

All four images are of a two-page physical document that Ceglia has presented as the same 
two-page physical document, the Work for Hire Document. However, there are apparent 
dissimilarities in these images, particularly with respect to the questioned handwritten 
interlineations appearing on page 1 . 

Thus, in light of my specialized expertise and training, I was asked to analyze these four images 
(collectively, the "Questioned Documents") to determine whether they are, in fact, images of the 
same physical two-page document. In particular, I was asked to analyze and compare each of 
the questioned handwritten interlineations on page 1 of the four images. The questioned 
handwritten interlineations read: "Providing web Designer is Finished By May 24, 2003," with 
the initials "PC" and "MZ" placed to the right of this sentence. 

III. THE QUESTIONED DOCUMENTS 

Exhibit Q-l: Image of the Work for Hire document in TIF file format sent by Ceglia to his 
attorney Paul Argentieri on June 27, 2010. 

Exhibit Q-2: Image of the Work for Hire document attached to Ceglia's Complaint, filed June 
30,2010. 

Exhibit Q-3: Image of the Work for Hire document taken by Ceglia's expert Valery Aginsky 
during his January 13, 201 1 examination of the Work for Hire document. 

Exhibit Q-4: Image of the Work for Hire document taken by Defendants' expert Peter V. Tytell 
during Defendants' July 14, 2011 examination of the Work for Hire document 
presented by Plaintiffs counsel Paul Argentieri. 

IV. METHODOLOGY OF EXAMINATION 

I performed a series of visual examinations using the procedures prescribed by ASTM 
International, which are outlined below. These visual examinations included: (1) examination 
of the documents using a hand-held glass possessing 3x magnification capabilities, (2) 
examination of the documents after the images of the interlineations on page 1 were enlarged on 
high-resolution computer screens using Mac Preview, an analytical method that provides the 
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ability to examine text closely, without distorting the image, and (3) examination of the enlarged 
images using a hand-held glass. Each of these methods is non-destructive and outlined by 
ASTM International as the most appropriate method of conducting this type of examination. 
See ASTM International standards E 2331-04, 2290-07a. To ensure I was comparing each 
image at the same level of magnification, I enlarged each image such that the typed text of each 
image was approximately the same size and equally proportional. 

To determine whether any differences exist between documents, and in accordance with the 
standards set out by ASTM International, some of the points I considered during my examination 
and comparison of the questioned written interlineations appearing on the questioned documents 
were: slant/slope of words, letters, and numerals; letter and numeral formation and the overall 
design of the letters and numerals (paying particularly close attention to loops and curves); 
positioning and placement of the letters and numerals on the document; beginning and ending 
strokes (i.e., the curvature and style of the beginning and ending strokes of each of the letters or 
numerals); the height relationship of letters and numerals within each word or number; and the 
alignment of words and numbers in comparison to the typed text surrounding the word or 
number. See ASTM International standard E 2290-07a. 

V. RESULTS OF EXAMINATION 

Twenty (20) Handwriting Differences Between Exhibits Q-l and Q-2 and Exhibits Q-3 and 
Q-4 

During my examination and comparison of the questioned documents, I found at least 20 
observable dissimilarities between the questioned handwritten interlineations appearing on page 
1 of Exhibits Q-l, Q-2, Q-3, and Q-4. These dissimilarities are not attributable to image-quality 
variation between documents. Rather, they evidence the fact that the differences between the 
handwriting in the questioned documents were generated at the time of the document's creation, 
not at the time of reproduction. Therefore, these dissimilarities in handwriting demonstrate, to 
the highest degree of certainty possible, that these images are not of the same physical two-page 
document. See ASTM International standard E 1658-08. In other words, Ceglia produced at 
least two different physical documents purporting to be the same document . In particular, Ceglia 
produced a Work for Hire document to Defendants' experts in July 201 1 that was different than 
the document he attached to his Complaint. 

All 20 of these handwriting dissimilarities are reflected in the images of the Questioned 
Documents in this Report. In addition, images of the first page of each of the Questioned 
Documents with enlarged pull-outs of the questioned handwriting interlineations are attached 
hereto as Exhibit C. 

A. Slant/Slope Dissimilarities 

I observed several slant/slope dissimilarities between the questioned handwritten interlineations 
on page 1 of Exhibits Q-l and Q-2 and Exhibits Q-3 and Q-4. 
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1) I examined the word "is" in the questioned handwritten interlineations and found 
that the bottom of the letters slant slightly downward from left to right on Exhibits 
Q-l and Q-2. However, on Exhibits Q-3 and Q-4, the letters slant slightly 
upward from left to right. See Fig. 1 . 

2) I examined the word "May" in the questioned handwritten interlineations and 
found that the legs of the letter "M" run parallel to each other on Exhibits Q-l and 
Q-2. However, on Exhibits Q-3 and Q-4, the legs of the letter "M" do not run 
parallel to each other. See Fig. 2. 

3) I examined the word "May" in the questioned handwritten interlineations and 
found that the bottom of the letter "a" slants slightly upward from left to right on 
Exhibits Q-l and Q-2. However, on Exhibits Q-3 and Q-4, the bottom of the 
letter "a" slants slightly downward from left to right. See Fig. 3. 

4) I examined the word "May" in the questioned handwritten interlineations and 
found that the arm of the letter "y" is perpendicular to the stem of the letter "y" on 
Exhibits Q-l and Q-2. However, on Exhibits Q-3 and Q-4, the arm of the letter 
"y" is formed at an approximate 80 degree slant to the stem of the letter "y." See 
Fig. 4. 

5) I examined the number "2003" in the questioned handwritten interlineations and 
found that the ending stroke or tail of the numeral "2" is formed at an approximate 
17 degree slant from the horizontal alignment of the typed text below on Exhibits 
Q-l and Q-2. However, on Exhibits Q-3 and Q-4, the ending stroke or tail of the 
numeral "2" is formed at an approximate 40 degree slant from the horizontal 
alignment of the typed text below. See Fig. 5. 

6) I examined the initials "MZ" in the questioned handwritten interlineations and 
found that the cross-bar of the letter "Z" is formed at an approximate 15 degree 
slant from the horizontal alignment of the typed text below on Exhibits Q-l and 
Q-2. However, on Exhibits Q-3 and Q-4, the cross-bar of the letter "Z" is formed 
at an approximate 25 degree slant from the horizontal alignment of the typed text 
below. See Fig. 6. 
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"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 

Written word "is" 



Exhibit Q-1 Exhibit Q-2 




DOWNWARD DOWNWARD 



"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 

Written word "is" 



Exhibit Q-3 Exhibit Q-4 




upward Letters slant 

upward 



Fig. 1. 



(ISOLATED IMAGES HAVE BEEN ENLARGED FOR ILLUSTRATION PURPOSES) 
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"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 
Letters "M" from the written word "May" 



Exhibit Q-1 



Exhibit Q-2 




- Legs of the 

LETTER "M" 
ARE PARALLEL 




- Legs of the 

LETTER "M" 
ARE PARALLEL 



"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 

Letters "M" from the written word "May" 



Exhibit Q-3 




— Legs of the 

LETTER "M" 
ARE NOT PARALLEL 



Exhibit Q-4 




— Legs of the 

LETTER "M" 
ARE NOT PARALLEL 



Fig. 2. 



(ISOLATED IMAGES HAVE BEEN ENLARGED FOR ILLUSTRATION PURPOSES) 
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"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 



Letters "a" from the written word "May" 



Exhibit Q-1 



Exhibit Q-2 




Letter "a" 
slants upward 




Letter "a" 
slants upward 



"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 

Letters "a" from the written word "May" 



Exhibit Q-3 



Exhibit Q-4 




■Letter "a' 
slants downward 




■Letter "a" 
slants downward 



Fig. 3. 



(ISOLATED IMAGES HAVE BEEN ENLARGED FOR ILLUSTRATION PURPOSES) 
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"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 



Letters "y" from the written word "May" 



Exhibit Q-1 



Exhibit Q-2 




Arm of the "y' 
is perpendicular 




Arm of the "y"- 
is perpendicular 



"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 

Letters "y" from the written word "May" 



Exhibit Q-3 



Exhibit Q-4 




Arm of the "y' 
is slanted approximately 

80 DEGREE S 




r 



Arm of the "y"- 
is slanted approximately 

80 DEGREES 



Fig. 4. 



(ISOLATED IMAGES HAVE BEEN ENLARGED FOR ILLUSTRATION PURPOSES) 
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"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 



Numerals "2" from the written number "2003" 



Exhibit Q-1 



Exhibit Q-2 



Oft 




3 


X 5 



Tail of the "2' 
is slanted approximately 

17 DEGREES 




Tail of the "2' 
is slanted approximately 

17 DEGREES 



"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 

Numerals "2" from the written number "2003" 



Exhibit Q-3 




■Tail of the "2" 
is slanted approximately 

40 DEGREES 



Exhibit Q-4 



^-TAIL OF THE "2" 
IS SLANTED APPROXIMATELY 
40 DEGREES 



Fig. 5. 



(ISOLATED IMAGES HAVE BEEN ENLARGED FOR ILLUSTRATION PURPOSES) 
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"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 

Placement of the "PC" and "MZ" initials 



Exhibit Q-1 Exhibit Q-2 




APPROXIMATELY 15 DEGREES APPROXIMATELY 1 5 DEGREES 



Smaller 

OPENING 



"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 

Placement of the "PC and "MZ" initials 



Exhibit Q-3 




Larger 
opening 



Smaller 

OPENING 



Exhibit Q-4 



CROSS-BAR OF THE LETTER "Z" IS SLANTED- 
APPROXIMATELY 25 DEGREES 



la. 




C 
fi 
1 



1 Larger 

OPENING 



\ 



CROSS-BAR OF THE LETTER "Z" IS SLANTED- 
APPROXIMATELY 25 DEGREES 



Fig. 6. 



(ISOLATED IMAGES HAVE BEEN ENLARGED FOR ILLUSTRATION PURPOSES) 
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B. Letter Formation or Design of the Letters 

I observed several letter formation or letter design dissimilarities between the questioned 
handwritten interlineations on page 1 of Exhibits Q-l and Q-2 and Exhibits Q-3 and Q-4. 

1) I examined the word "May" in the questioned handwritten interlineations and 
found that there is no opening on the left side of the letter "M" on Exhibits Q-l 
and Q-2. However, on Exhibits Q-3 and Q-4, there is a significant opening on 
the left side of the letter "M." See Fig. 7. 

2) I examined the number "24" in the questioned handwritten interlineations and 
found that the arm of the numeral "4" is formed with a curved writing movement 
on Exhibits Q-l and Q-2. However, on Exhibits Q-3 and Q-4, the arm of the 
numeral "4" is formed with a straighter writing movement. See Fig. 8. 

3) I examined the number "2003" in the questioned handwritten interlineations and 
found that the space between the initial stroke of the numeral "3" and the first 
downward stroke is open on Exhibits Q-l and Q-2. However, on Exhibits Q-3 
and Q-4, the space between the initial stroke of the numeral "3" and the first 
downward stroke is closed. See Fig. 9. 
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"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 

Letters "M" from the written word "May" 



Exhibit Q-1 Exhibit Q-2 




"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 

Letters "M" from the written word "May" 



Exhibit Q-3 



reetFj 




■ Left side is open 



Exhibit Q-4 



:reetFi 



» 



Left side is open 



Fig. 7. 



(isolated images have been enlarged for illustration purposes) 
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"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 



Numerals "4" from the written number "24" 




"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 

Numerals "4" from the written number "24" 



Exhibit Q-3 



Exhibit Q-4 




Straighter 
writing movement 




Straighter 
writing movement 



Fig. 8. (ISOLATED images have been enlarged for illustration purposes) 

13 



Case 1 :1 0-cv-00569-RJA -LGF Document 329 Filed 03/26/1 2 Page 1 5 of 46 

"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 

Numerals "3" from the written number "2003" 



Exhibit Q-1 



Exhibit Q-2 





Open top 



Open top 



"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 

Numerals "3" from the written number "2003" 



Exhibit Q-3 



Exhibit Q-4 



f - 




ware 




i 



oftware 




Closed top 



Closed top 



Fig. 9. 



(isolated images have been enlarged for illustration purposes) 
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C. Letter Spacing or Placement on the Document 

I observed several letter spacing or placement dissimilarities between the questioned handwritten 
interlineations on page 1 of Exhibits Q-l and Q-2 and Exhibits Q-3 and Q-4. 

1) I examined the word "Designer" in the questioned handwritten interlineations and 
found that the letter "D" does touch the following letter "e" on Exhibits Q-l and 
Q-2. However, on Exhibits Q-3 and Q-4, the letter "D" does not touch the 
following letter "e." See Fig. 10. 

2) I examined the number "24" in the questioned handwritten interlineations and 
found that the stem of the numeral "4" touches the typed letter "o" above on 
Exhibits Q-l and Q-2. However, on Exhibits Q-3 and Q-4, the stem of the 
numeral "4" does not touch the typed letter "o" above. See Fig. 1 1 . 

3) I examined the number "2003" in the questioned handwritten interlineations and 
found that the space between the numeral "2" and the numeral "0" on Exhibits 
Q-l and Q-2 is significantly smaller than the space between the numeral "2" and 
the numeral "0" on Exhibits Q-3 and Q-4. See Fig. 12. 

4) I examined the number "2003" in the questioned handwritten interlineations and 
found that the top of the numeral "3" does not touch the typed letter "r" above on 
Exhibits Q-l and Q-2. However, on Exhibits Q-3 and Q-4, the top of the 
numeral "3" does touch the typed letter "r" above. See Fig. 13. 

5) I examined the initials "PC" and "MZ" in the questioned handwritten 
interlineations and found that the space between the "M" and the "C" is 
significantly smaller on Exhibits Q-l and Q-2 than the space between the "M" and 
the "C" on Exhibits Q-3 and Q-4. See Fig. 14. 
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"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 



Letters "D" and "e" from the written word "Designer" 



Exhibit Q-1 Exhibit Q-2 




"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 

Letters "D" and "e" from the written word "Designer" 



Exhibit Q-3 



Exhibit Q-4 



oj ect due 






oject due 



Letters are separated 



Letters are separated 



Fig. 10. 



(isolated images have been enlarged for illustration purposes) 
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"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 



Numerals "4" from the written number "24" 



Exhibit Q-1 




Numeral "4" — 
touches typed text 



Exhibit Q-2 




Numeral "4" — 
touches typed text 



"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 

Numerals "4" from the written number "24" 



Exhibit Q-3 



Exhibit Q-4 




Numeral "4"— 
does not 
touch typed text 



ax 


so 











Numeral "4" — 
does not 
touch typed text 



Fig. 11 



(isolated images have been enlarged for illustration purposes) 
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"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 
Numerals "2" from the written number "2003" 



Exhibit Q-1 Exhibit Q-2 




Small opening between Small opening between 

the numerals "2" and "0" the numerals "2" and "0" 



"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 

Numerals "2" from the written number "2003" 



Exhibit Q-4 

Exhibit Q-3 




THE NUMERALS "2" AND "0" THE NUMERALS "2" AND "0" 



Fig. 12. 



ISOLATED IMAGES HAVE BEEN ENLARGED FOR ILLUSTRATION PURPOSES) 
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"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 



Numerals "3" from the written number "2003" 



Exhibit Q-1 



Exhibit Q-2 




Numeral "3". 

DOES NOT 
TOUCH TYPED TEXT 




Numeral "3" 

DOES NOT 
TOUCH TYPED TEXT 



"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 

Numerals "3" from the written number "2003' 



fa* % 



Exhibit Q-3 



Exhibit Q-4 



onwa 






Numeral "3"' 



Numeral "3" 



touches typed text 



touches typed text 



Fig. 13. 



(ISOLATED IMAGES HAVE BEEN ENLARGED FOR ILLUSTRATION PURPOSES) 
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"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 



Placement of the "PC" and "MZ" initials 




"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 

Placement of the "PC and "MZ" initials 



Exhibit Q-3 



Exhibit Q-4 




Large 
separation 




Large 



separation 



Fig. 14. 



(isolated images have been enlarged for illustration purposes) 

20 



Case 1:1 0-cv-00569-RJA -LGF Document 329 Filed 03/26/1 2 Page 22 of 46 



D. Beginning/Ending Stroke Dissimilarities 

I observed one beginning/ending stroke dissimilarity between the questioned handwritten 
interlineations on page 1 of Exhibits Q-l and Q-2 and Exhibits Q-3 and Q-4. 

1) I examined the number "24" in the questioned handwritten interlineations and 
found that the bottom of the numeral "2" has a short ending stroke on Exhibits 
Q-l and Q-2. However, on Exhibits Q-3 and Q-4, the ending stroke of the 
numeral "2" is longer. See Fig. 15. 
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"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 

Numerals "2" from the written number "24" 



Exhibit Q-1 



Exhibit Q-2 




Short 
ending stroke 




Short 
ending stroke 



"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 

Numerals "2" from the written number "24" 



Exhibit Q-3 



ax so 





•4 



Long 
ending stroke 



Exhibit Q-4 




Long 
ending stroke 



Fig. 15. 



{ISOLATED IMAGES HAVE BEEN ENLARGED FOR ILLUSTRATION PURPOSES) 
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E. Height-Relationship Dissimilarities 

I observed several height-relationship dissimilarities between the questioned handwritten 
interlineations on page 1 of Exhibits Q-l and Q-2 and Exhibits Q-3 and Q-4. 

1) I examined the word "Designer" in the questioned handwritten interlineations and 
found that the proportion of the letter "D" above the letter "e" is greater on 
Exhibits Q-l and Q-2 than the proportion of the letter "D" above the letter "e" on 
Exhibits Q-3 and Q-4. See Fig. 16. 

2) I examined the word "May" in the questioned handwritten interlineations and 
found that top of the right side of the letter "M" was significantly higher than the 
top of the left side of the letter "M" on Exhibits Q-l and Q-2. However, on 
Exhibits Q-3 and Q-4, the top of the right side of the letter "M" was not higher 
than the top of the left side of the letter "M." See Fig. 17. 

3) I examined the word "May" in the questioned handwritten interlineations and 
found that the top of the stem of the letter "y" is significantly higher than the top 
of the arm of the letter "y" on Exhibits Q-l and Q-2. However, on Exhibits Q-3 
and Q-4, the top of the stem of the letter "y" is only slightly higher than the arm of 
the letter "y." See Fig. 18. 
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"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 

Letters "D" and "e" from the written word "Designer" 



Exhibit Q-1 



Exhibit Q-2 




The proprotion of the 
letter "d" above the 

FOLLOWING LETTER "e" IS LARGE 



The proprotion of the 
letter "D" above the 

FOLLOWING LETTER "e" IS LARGE 



"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 

Letters "D" and "e" from the written word "Designer" 



Exhibit Q-3 



Exhibit Q-4 



Jyect due I r&ect due 




The proprotion of the 

letter "D" above the 

FOLLOWING LETTER "e" IS SMALL 




The proprotion of the 

letter "d" above the 

FOLLOWING LETTER "e" IS SMALL 



Fig. 16. 



(ISOLATED IMAGES HAVE BEEN ENLARGED FOR ILLUSTRATION PURPOSES) 
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"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 



Letters "M" from the written word "May" 



Exhibit Q-1 




Right side is significantly — ■ 
higher than left side 
of the letter "m" 



Exhibit Q-2 




Right side is significantly — ' 
higher than left side 
of the letter "m" 



"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 

Letters "M" from the written word "May" 



Exhibit Q-3 



Exhibit Q-4 




Right side is not higher ■ 
than left side 
of the letter "M" 



reejtF 



Right side is not higher 
than left side 
of the letter "M" 



Fig. 17. 



(isolated images have been enlarged for illustration purposes) 
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"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 

Letters "y" from the written word "May" 



Exhibit Q-1 



Exhibit Q-2 




Stem of the 



"y" is higher 




Stem of the 



"y" is higher 



"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 

Letters "y" from the written word "May" 



Exhibit Q-3 



Exhibit Q-4 



reetFc 




Stem of the > 



"y" is not as high 




Stem of the 



"y" is not as high 



Fig. 18. 



(isolated images have been enlarged for illustration purposes) 
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F. Alignment 

I observed two significant alignment dissimilarities between the questioned handwritten 
interlineations on page 1 of Exhibits Q-l and Q-2 and Exhibits Q-3 and Q-4. 

1) I examined the word "Designer" in the questioned handwritten interlineations and 
found that the perpendicular alignment of the back of the letter "s" intersects the 
back of the typed letter "c" above on Exhibits Q-l and Q-2. However, on 
Exhibits Q-3 and Q-4, the perpendicular alignment of the back of the letter "s" 
intersects the bowl of the typed letter "c" above. See Fig. 19. 

2) I examined the word "Designer" in the questioned handwritten interlineations and 
found that the perpendicular alignment of the back of the letter "n" intersects the 
left side of the bowl of the typed letter "d" above on Exhibits Q-l and Q-2. 
However, on Exhibits Q-3 and Q-4, the perpendicular alignment of the back of 
the letter "n" intersects the center of the bowl of the typed letter "d" above. See 
Fig. 20. 
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"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 

Letters "s" from the written word "Designer" 



Exhibit Q-1 



Exhibit Q-2 




Perpendicular alignment of 



THE BACK OF THE LETTER "s" 
INTERSECTS THE BACK OF THE 
TYPED LETTER "c" ABOVE 




Perpendicular alignment of 



THE BACK OF THE LETTER "s" 
INTERSECTS THE BACK OF THE 
TYPED LETTER "c" ABOVE 



"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 

Letters "s" from the written word "Designer" 



Exhibit Q-3 



Exhibit Q-4 



eje0t due 




Perpendicular alignment of 
the back of the letter "s" 



DOES NOT INTERSECT THE BACK OF 
THE TYPED LETTER "c" ABOVE 



eject due 



Perpendicular alignment of 
the back of the letter "s" 



DOES NOT INTERSECT THE BACK OF 
THE TYPED LETTER "c" ABOVE 



Fig. 19. 



(ISOLATED IMAGES HAVE BEEN ENLARGED FOR ILLUSTRATION PURPOSES) 
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"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 

Letters "n" from the written word "Designer" 



Exhibit Q-1 



Exhibit Q-2 




Perpendicular alignment of 

THE BACK OF THE LETTER "n" 
INTERSECTS THE LEFT SIDE OF THE 
TYPED LETTER "d" ABOVE 



Perpendicular alignment of 



THE BACK OF THE LETTER "n" 
INTERSECTS THE LEFT SIDE OF THE 
TYPED LETTER "d" ABOVE 



"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 

Letters "n" from the written word "Designer" 



Exhibit Q-3 



Exhibit Q-4 




Perpendicular alignment of 



THE BACK OF THE LETTER "N" 
INTERSECTS THE CENTER OF THE 
TYPED LETTER "d" ABOVE 




Perpendicular alignment of 



THE BACK OF THE LETTER "n" 
INTERSECTS THE CENTER OF THE 
TYPED LETTER "d" ABOVE 



Fig. 20. 



(ISOLATED IMAGES HAVE BEEN ENLARGED FOR ILLUSTRATION PURPOSES) 
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VI. CONCLUSION 

1 . There are at least 20 significant dissimilarities between the handwritten interlineations on the 
Questioned Documents, all of which Plaintiff Paul Ceglia has proffered as images of the 
same physical document. 

2. Based on my examination of the questioned handwritten interlineations, including but not 
limited to the 20 significant dissimilarities described above, I conclude to the highest degree 
of certainty possible, beyond any reasonable doubt, that the Questioned Documents are 
images of at least two different physical documents. 1 

3. I conclude to the highest degree of certainty possible, beyond any reasonable doubt, that: 

A. The physical document that was used to create the image sent by Ceglia to his attorney 
Paul Argentieri on June 27, 2010 (Q-l) is not the same document as that produced to Ceglia' s 
expert Valery Aginsky in January 201 1 (Q-3); 

B. The physical document that was used to create the image sent by Ceglia to his attorney 
Paul Argentieri on June 27, 2010 (Q-l) is not the same document as that produced to 
Defendants' expert Peter V. Tytell in July 201 1 (Q-4); 

C. The physical document that was used to create the image attached to Ceglia's Complaint, 
filed June 30, 2010 (Q-2) is not the same document as that produced to Ceglia's expert 
Valery Aginsky in January 201 1 (Q-3); 

D. The physical document that was used to create the image attached to Ceglia's Complaint, 
filed June 30, 2010 (Q-2), is not the same document as that produced to Defendants' expert 
Peter V. Tytell in July 201 1 (Q-4). 

Therefore, Ceglia has proffered at least two different physical documents as the Work for 
Hire document. In particular, Ceglia produced a Work for Hire document to Defendants' 
experts in July 201 1 that was different than the document he attached to his Complaint. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and 



Gus R. Lesnevich 
Forensic Document Examiner 




1 Due to the manner in which the questioned documents were created, there are differences in the images that 

are caused by the method used in creating these documents. Even accounting for these incidental aberrations, I am 
able to determine that Ceglia has proffered at least two different documents as the same document. This is in large 
part due to the fact that Exhibits Q-l and Q-2 contain the same dissimilarities and Exhibits Q-3 and Q-4 contain the 
same dissimilarities, as noted in Section V above. 
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Curriculum Vitae 
of 

Gus R. Lesnevich 
Forensic Document Examiner 



Altoona-Blair County Airport 
310 Airport Drive 
Martinsburg, Pennsylvania 16662 
(814) 793-2377 
(814) 793 -3790 Fax 
WWW XESNEVICH.COM 
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QUALIFICATIONS 
OF 

GUS R. LESNEVICH 



After four years as a CID Agent (Criminal Investigator), I began ray training in 
the field of Questioned Document Examination at the United States Military Crime 
Laboratory, Fort Gordon, Georgia. Upon completion of my training (1968 to 1970), I 
was certified by the Department of Defense, U.S. Army, as Examiner of Questioned 
Documents. During my military service, I served as Examiner, both in the United 
States, and as Chief, Questioned Document Section, U.S. Military Crime Laboratory 
(Provisional) South Vietnam. 

Upon leaving military service, I entered private practice in Atlanta, Georgia. 
During this time, I worked as a Handwriting Expert for some of the leading law firms 
in the South, as well as handling civil disputes for private corporations and individual 
claimants and plaintiffs. 

In 1974, 1 was recruited by the United States Secret Service. In 1976, I was 
promoted to Senior Document Examiner, at the Secret Service Identification Branch, 
a division of Special Investigations. During my tenure with the Secret Service, I was 
responsible for the training of junior examiners, and assuming individual responsibility 
for the examination of U.S. Treasury Checks, Saving Bonds, Banking Documents, etc., 
as well as the examination of threatening correspondence directed at the President of 
the United States, and other persons under the protection of the Secret Service. 

In August of 1981, 1 left the United States Secret Service and re-entered private 
practice. Although I continue to work for the U.S. Attorneys, Federal, and State Law 
Enforcement Agencies, Legal Aid and Public Defenders, the predominance of my work 
is in the private sector. 

I have qualified and testified as an Expert Witness in all Courts of the United 
States Armed Forces, State Courts along the East Coast of the United States and 
Federal Courts throughout the United States. 

NOTE:For additional information please visit 

2004 U.S. App.Lexis 12432 
www.ca3.uscourts.gov/opinarch/033915p.pdf 



33 



GSffisel 1 1 €9e®vQ8D(5ffiS9R3U¥\- LKSF [I%naiimeil)t38S-1 FIete03>©©aa 1 P%§<35(0)ff46 

CURRICULUM VITAE 
GUS R. LESNEVICH 

June 1962 to March 1965 

Military Policeman, United States Army, Korea and Brooklyn, New York 

April 1965 to March 1968 

United States Army Certified Criminal Investigator, (CID Agent), Nuremberg, 
Bavaria, Germany 

April 1968 to June 1970 

Resident Trainee (full-time student) in the field of Questioned Documents - 
United States Army Criminal Investigation Laboratory, Fort Gordon, Georgia 

July 1970 to April 1972 

Examiner of Questioned Documents - United States Army Criminal 
Investigation Laboratory, Fort Gordon, Georgia, and United States Army 
Criminal Investigation Laboratory, (Provisional) South Vietnam 

May 1972 to August 1974 

Private practice, Examiner of Questioned Documents - Atlanta, Georgia 

August 1974 to July 1981 

Examiner of Questioned Documents, Senior Examiner of Questioned Document - 
Identification Laboratory, United States Secret Service, Washington, District of 
Columbia 

August 1981 to August 2005 

Private practice, Forensic Document Examiner - outside of Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania 

September 2005 

Relocated to south central Pennsylvania, accepting cases on a limited basis. 
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ADDENDUM TO 
CURRICULUM VITAE 
GUS R. LESNEVICH 



July 1970 to April 1972 

Instructor, Questioned Documents - United States Army Criminal Investigation 
School, Fort Gordon, Georgia 

August 1970 to March 1971 

Specialized Training in Printing, Forgery and Counterfeiting - United States 
Mint, Treasury Department, Washington, District of Columbia and United 
States Military Printing Facilities, Japan 

August 1974 to July 1981 

Instructor, Questioned Documents Course - United States Secret Service, 
Washington, District of Columbia 

April 1977 to July 1981 

Training of Examiners undergoing Resident Training in the Field of Forensic 
Document Examination - United States Secret Service Identification Laboratory, 
Washington, District of Columbia 

July 1981 to Present 

Since entering private practice, I have continued training individuals undergoing 
Resident Training in the field of Forensic Document Examination. 

Certifications: 

Department of Defense, U.S. Army (1970) 

American Board of Forensic Document Examiners (1980) 

Re-certified for 5-year periods (1985, 1990, 1995 and 2000) 

Relinquished certification in August, 2005. 

(September, 2005 - limited practice) 
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GUS R. LESNEVICH HAS BEEN RETAINED 
AS A GOVERNMENT EXPERT 
IN THE FOLLOWING CASES 



People vs. Edward Leary 
(N.Y.C. Subway Firebombing) 

People vs. Abraham Hirschfeld 

People vs. Chuck Jones 
(Maria Maples' Publicist) 
1994 and 1999 



U.S. vs. Mokhtar Haouari and 
Abdelghani Meskini 
(Y2K Millennium Bomb Plot of LAX) 



Kenneth Stair, Independent Counsel 
Vincent Foster Suicide 



U.S. vs. Eddie Antar 
(Crazy Eddy) 

U.S. vs. Don King 
(1985, 1995 and 1998) 

U.S. vs. Giovanni Gambino 

U.S. vs. Leona Helrasley 

U.S. vs. Autumn Jackson 
(Bill Cosby) 

U.S. vs. Imelda Marcos 

U.S. vs. Bess Myerson 

U.S. vs. Darryl Strawberry 

U.S. vs. Lawrence Cusack 
(President Kennedy Papers) 

U.S. vs. Rutland 
(see attached 3 rd Circuit Court Opinion) 

U.S. vs. Osama Bin Laden 
(U.S. Embassy Bombing in Africa) 



Lawrence E. Walsh, Independent Counsel 
Iran-Contra Affair 

U.S. vs. Thomas Clines 
U.S. vs. Albert Hakim 
U.S. vs. Lt. Col. Oliver North 
U.S. vs. Admiral John Poindexter 
U.S. vs. General Richard Secord 
U.S. vs. Caspar Weinberger 



Insider Trading 
U.S. vs. Ivan Boesky 
U.S. vs. GAF Corporation 
U.S. vs. Boyd L. Jefferies 
U.S. vs. Dennis B. Levine 
U.S. vs. Michael Milken 



Federal Prosecution 
Medellin, Call and Bogota Cartels 

U.S. vs. Wesley Snipes 

People vs. Anthony D. Marshall and 
Francis X, Morrissey, Jr. 
(Brooke Astor) 
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LEXSEE 2004 U.S. APP. LEXIS 12432 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA v. CHRIS RUTLAND; Christopher H. Rutland, 

Appellant 

No. 03-3915 

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE THIRD CIRCUIT 

372 F.3d 543; 2004 U.S. App, LEXIS 12432 

March 29, 2004, Argued 
June 23, 2004, Filed 



PRIOR HISTORY: [*1] On Appeal from the United 
States District Court for the District of New Jersey. (D.C. 
No. 02-cr-0O494-0I). District Judge: Honorable 
Dickinson R. Debevoise. 

DISPOSITION: Affirmed. 

LexisNexis(R) Headnotes 

COUNSEL: Kenneth W. Kayser (Argued), Livingston, 
NJ, Attorney for Appellant. 

George S. Leone, Office of United States Attorney, 
Newark, NJ. Glenn J. Moramarco (Argued), Office of 
United States Attorney, Camden, NJ, Attorneys for 
Appellee. 

JUDGES: Before: ALITO, FISHER and ALDISBRT, 
Circuit Judges. 

OPINIONBY: FISHER 

OPINION: 

OPINION OF THE COURT 

FISHER, Circuit Judge. 

Defendant Christopher H. Rutland appeals from his 
judgmen t of sentence, arguing that it was unfa irly 
prejudicial to allow the government's exceptionally- 
qualified handwriting expert to testify to the ultimate 
issue of authorship of key documents. The Advisory 
Committee Note to Rule 403 of the Federal Rules of 
Evidence states, unfair prejudice "means an undue 
tendency to suggest decision o n an improper b asis, 
commonly, though not necessarily, an emotional one." It 
is not unfairly prejudicial to allow an expert to testify to 



the ultimate issue , Jurors may properly tak e an exp erf s 
impressive experience and credentials into account when 
{*2] determining the weight of the expert's testimony. 
Therefore, we will affirm the decision of the district 
court. 

I. Background 

Rutland was a financial advisor with Citicorp 
Financial Services when he met Helen Constans, an 
elderly widow, in 1990. Constans trusted Rutland to 
invest her money, and Rutland had access to Constans 1 
financial information, including the numbers and 
locations of her bank accounts as well as her social 
security number, Rutland later prepared Constans 1 tax 
returns. 

Constans was eventually hospitalized, and later 
placed in a long-term care facility in September of 1995. 
Her niece, Dorothy McCosh, attempted to locate and sort 
Constans' financial documents. McCosh found an 
annuity statement that listed Barbara Grams as the 
annuitant. McCosh did not know anyone by the name of 
Grams. Because McCosh knew that Rutland had been 
Constans' financial advisor, McCosh twice contacted 
Rutland. Although Rutland and Grains had been dating 
since 1987, Rutland claimed each time that he did not 
know Grams, and that the annuity statement that listed 
Grams as the annuitant must have been a clerical error. 

Rutland and Grams defrauded Constans of more 
than S 63 7,000. They bought [*3] luxury automobiles, 
built a home in Arizona, and took vacations in Europe, 
Las Vegas, Florida, and the Carribean with Constans' 
money. They perpetrated the fraud by forging Constans' 
signature on multiple financial forms, including: change 
of address forms changing Constans 1 address to Rutland's 
or Grams' address; change of ownership forms 
transferring ownership of Constans' financial accounts to 
Rutland or Grams; documents to open accounts naming 
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Grams as a joint owner with Constans; and forging 
checks drawn on Constans 1 account made payable to 
Rutland or Grams, 

Rutland and Grams were each charged with one 
count of conspiring to obtain money and prop erty 
through a fraudulent scheme, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 
371. 

The district court held aDaitbert nl hearing to 
determine the qualifications of both the government's 
handwriting expert and the defendants' expert, a critic of 
the field of handwriting analysis. The district court found 
that both experts were sufficiently qualified to testify at 
trial as expert witnesses. 



nl Daubert v. Merrell Dow Pharmaceuticals, 
Inc., 509 U.S. 579, 125 L. Ed. 2d 4 69, 113 S. Ct. 
2786 (1993). 

1*4] 

Prior to trial, Rutland filed a motion in limine to 
prevent the government's handwriting expert from 
opining regarding the authenticity of Constans' signature 
on the documents completed by Rutland and Grams. The 
district court denied the motion. 

At trial, the governments handwriting expert 
testified regarding his extensive qualifications and 
impressive past experience. n2 Then, he explained 
background information and techniques used in 
handwriting analysis to provide the jury with tools to 
reach their own conclusions about the authenticity of the 
contested signatures. Ultimately, the expert applied his 
knowledge and opined that the signatures were forgeries. 

n2 The government's handwriting expert, 
Gus Lesnevich, testified that he had been 
employed as a forensic document examiner, or a 
handwriting expert, for approximately 34 years. 
He began working in this field while serving in 
the United States Army, and worked under the 
direct supervision of senior document examiners. 
He completed a two-year Department of Defense 
program, and was certified as an examiner of 
questioned documents. 

After leaving the Army and briefly working 
in private practice, Lesnevich was recruited by 
the Secret Service, He became the senior 
document examiner for the Secret Service, He 
eventually left the Secret Service, and has been 
employed in the private sector since 1981. He had 
testified as an expert for approximately 32 years 
in approximately 500 criminal and civil cases. 

Lesnevich is a member of several 
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professional associations and is certified by the 
Department of Defense and the American Board 
of Forensic Document Examiners, Lesnevich has 
analyzed documents for the governments of the 
United States, South Korea, South Vietnam, 
Australia, New Zealand, Great Britain, and 
France. During Rutland's trial, Lesnevich testified 
about some of the prominent parties involved in 
cases he worked on as a handwriting expert: the 
Iran-Contra Affair, Oliver North, Richard Secord, 
Caspar Weinberger, Michael Milken, Leona 
Helmsley, Imelda Marcos, the office of Kenneth 
Starr, and organized crime cases. 

Lesnevich has testified in both civil and 
criminal cases, for prosecutors as well as defense 
attorneys. 

1*5] 

The defense expert attacked Hie general reliability of 
handwriting analysis. 

The jury convicted Rutland and Grams. The district 
court sentenced Rutland to 51 months imprisonment and 
ordered him to make restitution of S 5 53, 867. This 
timely appeal followed. 

II. Discussion 

The issue before this court is narrow- -whether expert 
opinion testimony should reach the ultimate issue when 
the expert has exceptionally impressive credentials. 
Rutland argues that in light of the expert's credentials and 
experience in high-profile cases, "the probative value of 
his opinion on aulhorship was substantially outweighed 
by the danger that the jury would accept his opinion 
based on his extraordinary experience rather than on his 
underlying analysis... ." Rutland contends that when the 
district court permitted the expert to opine that the 
contested signatures were not signed by Constans, the 
probative value of the testimony was substantially 
outweighed by prejudice to the defendant. 

The district court had subject matter jurisdiction 
pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3231. We have jurisdiction of 
this timely appeal pursuant to .25 U.S.C. § 1291. Our 
applicable standard 1*6] of review for evidentiary 
rulings is abuse of discretion, Kumho Tire Co. v. 
Carmichaet, 526 U.S. 137, 152-53, 143 L. Ed. 2d 238, 
119 S. Ct. 1167 (1999); United States v. Velasquez, 33 
V.I. 265, 64F.3dS44, 847-48 (3d Or. 1995). 

A witness may testify as an expert if (1) the 
proffered witness is actually an expert; (2) the expert 
testifies to scientific, technical, or specialized 
knowledge; and (3) She expert's testimony assists the trier 
of fact. Fed. R. Evid. 702; Velasquez, 64 F.3d at 849. 
Additionally, testimony "in (lie form of an opinion or 
inference otherwise admissible is not objectionable 
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because it embraces an ultimate issue to be decided by 
the trier of feet." Fed. R. Evid. 704(a). In Velasquez, we 
determined that handwriting analysis qualifies as 
scientific, technical, or specialized knowledge. 
Velasquez, 64 F.3d at 850-51. A handwriting expert may 
testify to the ultimate issue in a case. Fed. R. Evid. 
704(a). 

Daubert states that many factors must be considered 
when admitting expert testimony: 

{A] judge [*7] assessing a proffer of 
expert scientific testimony under Rule 702 
should also be mindful of other applicable 
rules. ... Rule 403 permits the exclusion of 
relevant evidence "if its probative value is 
substantially outweighed by the danger of 
unfair prejudice, confusion of the issues, 
or misleading the jury... "Expert 
evidence can be both powerful and quite 
misleading because of the difficulty in 
evaluating it. Because of this risk, the 
judge in weighing possible prejudice 
against probative force under Rule 403 of 
the present rules exercises more control 
over experts than over lay witnesses." 

Daubert, 509 U.S. at 595 (citations omitted). 

The probative value of expert testimony 
substantially outweighing the danger of unfair prejudice, 
confusion of issues, or misleading the jury has been 
discussed in the context of the substance of testimony. 
See generally, In re PaoliR.R. Yard PCB Litigation, 113 
F. 3d 444 (3d Cir. 1997); Soldo v. Sandoz 
Pharmaceuticals Corp., 244 F. Supp. 2d 434 (W.D. Pa. 
2003); United States v. Nguyen, 793 F. Supp. 497 (D.N.J. 
1992). The probative value of expert testimony 
substantially [*8] outweighing the danger o f unfair 
prejudice has not been addressed in the context of the 
qualifications and credentials of the expert, and Rule 403 
has not been applied to limit an expert's testimony based 
solely upon the expert's highly impressive credentials. 
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Rutland suggests that juries accept expert opinions 
based upon the strength of the experts' experience rather 
than on the quality of analysis. He contends that the 
probative value of the exceptionally well-qualified 
expert's testimony is outweighed by unfair prejudice 
caused solely by his stellar qualifications. We reject 
Rutland's novel argument. 

The term unfair prejudice "means an undue tendency 
to suggest decision on an improper basis, commonly, 
though not necessarily, an emotional one." United States 
v. Cross, 308 F.3d 308, 324 n.23 (3d Cir. 2002), quoting 
Advisory Committee Note to Rule 403. An expert's 
experience and credentials are properly taken into 
account by jurors when determining how much weight to 
give the expert's testimony. Holbrook v. Lykes Bros. S.S. 
Co., Inc., 80F.3d 777, 782 (3d Cir. 1996). The past 
experience of expert witnesses properly influences the 
weight the testimony [*9] should receive. Velasquez, 64 
F.3dat848. 

Rutland's suggestion of limiting an expert from 
testifying to the ultimate issue if the expert has stellar 
qualifications leads to an absurd result. Parties would be 
forced to determine if their proposed experts were overly 
qualified, and find less qualified experts. Expert 
opinions, valuable to the trier of fact because they are the 
opinions of highly skilled and qualified experts, would be 
provided by less qualified experts. 

This Court will not limit an expert's testimony based 
merely upon the expert's qualifications, 

III. Conclusion 

Unfair prejudice suggests a decision on an improper 
basis. It is not improper for jurors to consider an expert's 
experience and credentials when determining the weight 
of the expert's testimony. 

Accordingly, the judgment of the district court will 
be AFFIRMED. 
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Image of the "WORK FOR HIRE" document 

IN TIF FILE FORMAT SENT BY CEGLIA 
TO HIS ATTORNEY PAUL ARGENTIERI ON JUNE 27, 2010 



'WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 



SECTION t- GENERAL PROVISIONS 



] DefinrtiDnj 

The following terms have the rcw-miDg specified when used herein - 
PI IRCHASER - Paul Crglia 

CONTRACTOR/SFU FJl - Mart; Zuckeiberg. tos agents, 
cinptoyrei .viippliirt., or sub-contractm furn.shing materials equipment. Of 
services 

CU5TUMCK StrwtttLX I tr. the entity antraaittg foe 
construction or other sendees form (he. hrfthfttr w which the goods aadAv 
services provided hereunder are for rrK^wporation Lfflto Ihe wwt or arc 
retired lo facilitate correction of Purchaser's contract with such entity. 

PRIME CONTRACT - This contract between Purchaser and 

Seller 

2. Fry re Agnreineru 

The contract between the Purthflser and Seller « i Purchase agreemtni and 
"work made for hire* reflects tw Kperatc business venture*, the ftrrt king 
fo: ihe nock to be performed directly for the StratFax Database and Ii»e 
Pnvgramming language to be provided by Seller 

Second 1 it ii for the continued de«topmail of the software, program and lor hajw, ^ Customer or between the Purcha&er and the Setter 



5. Purchaser's P raperryv Seller's Responsibility 

For the SrreetFax database Buyer agree to pry for and maintain the cost of 
upkeep (or tfw servers Deeded for ifs opeririorL 

Fu* "The Face Book." Seller agrees to miintiki and act as the sites webmaster 
and to pay for all domain arid brotmg expenses from the fund* received under 
tho contract, and Seller agrees rriat he will maintain control of these service* 
M all time*. 

Data, drawings, tooling, patterns, materials, specifications, and any other 
items or information supplied to Seller under this order are the 
property of the Purchaser and must be returned upon completion of this 
order. Such items or information arc to be used solely in the performance 
of the work, hy the seller and shall not be used or dUclracd for any other 
ckufow whatsoever wiibrtut I'urehiser'i prK* express written consent 



6 SetHemenl of Controversies 

In the event thuc this purchase order is for materials or equipment which is 
ex eluded from this Prime Contract, and in the case of dtspWcs between the 



the purchase and design of a suitable website for the projeci Seller has 
already initiated that K oVsjgned 10 offer dx midents of Harvard university 
access to a wesrlc similar to a Jive fund kmin*. yearbook with the working 
tiu> of "The Face Book" 

It b tgrccd thai Purchasei will own a half hftcrttt I5t»*) m the software, 



regarding materials or equipment to be furnished by the Sellei, the Seller 
agree* to he hound in the same cxicrrt that the Purchasci Li bound by the 
terms of the Pnme Contract, and by any and all decitiom and deter mi/tatiorH 
nude thereunder, provided that the Seller shill have the r^ht to particifiale in 
the settlement of any dispute to Iheexlent that the Sella will be altccied 
thereby. 

progxanmiruj language and business intemfc derived fn.nn th* ftxisanibfl of No m(ercs t 5ria i] accrue on my paymenlis | otherwise due the Seller, whkh U 



ihsi service in a lerger alienee. 
3. Pay nicnt Terms 

No irtsttrance or premium charges or price increases will be allow* <J 
unless auihuri/ed hy Purchaser in writing. No increase in price from 
ihM siaied on the face hereof will he considered throughout the 
duraiK?n or the order 

The Agreed upon Cost that the Selkr and the Buyer have agreed 
upon are as follows- Buyer juyers to pay the «! Ic* the .Sum of SI R piece 
for the work to be performed for Streetfax and $1 .000 for the work, to be 
performed fur "The Page Book" 
Laic fees arc Bgrred lo be a 5% deduction for the seller 
if die project is not completed by the due dale and an additiunaJ IH 
oVdyction for cadi day the project w delayed bevond that pomL 



withheld or delayed as a result of any siKh dbpvte. except to the cxlcn! [hat 
the Purchaser is ultimately paid interest on monies due the Selkr The Seller 
shall not be held liable if the Seller follows instructions of the Purchase and il 
is l=Jrr determined VrrJ UV Purchaser's instructions were not in ccmpiaffice 
with the lermi artd spccifieuirvn of the Prime Contract Pending final 
diipositiun of a dispute Imcunder, the Seller shall carry on the *crt unless 
Dtherwts* igrted I writing by the purch««r 

In all Lsnlances the final nAhoriry tbooW rest with lU: flrol .Spcdfieationi. 



The agreed rqinn jroiect due datcj Tor jhe Slrectl av narc \f( for ^ m i )f k made by purcha« 

agreed ut^inci'mpletion for the expanded project with working title ** Purchaser of the Custwner for 



1. Patent Indemnhy 

Purchaser hold seller harmless for an mrrmgennenl sellers work may 
/f^oostirute on pate«s held by and third parry that result from ibe direct request 
' aser in this "work made for hire" agreement 
rapoflisible for all claims ifainst the 
alkged miririgerrwiil nf paiott* by reason of 
the Purchaser's or Customer's possess-ion, u**, or sake of any rrtttcf iai> yt 



The agreed upc 

"The Tacc Book" shall be Janruary I 2(X4 and tn addrlioniJ i% mrcrest in 

the bi^inesswillbe-rJuerhf buyrrfw each day the website b delayed Ann equipment finished hereunder by the Seller or b> reason of the performance 



ihii dale 



of any work hereunder by the Seller The Seller agress lo defend al ifs sole 



Addiiinnal funds may be provided for either project on an as needed basis at ejtpfrrSt g|j suns agaiiKi ihe Purchaser and/or the Customer and lo vrve mil 



the sole diiscrttion nf the Buyer. 



4. CTien^es 

a) BY PURCHASER - Purchaser agrees that no further revision shall 

be irr^kmenfed until or unless approved by the seller lho*e 

res is. ions 

>ML be transnutifd for written approval to seller. 

b) UV SE1 If K - The Seller agrees that no farther revision shall be 

implemented until or unleifl appiiAed hy Buyer. Those 
revisions shall be trmnunilted for written approval to the Street 
Fat Purchasing Department 



hold harmless the Purchaser and ihe Customer firm and igainst all costs. 
e>penwd, judgements, and damages of any kind which the Pufchaser or the 
CuMomer may he obliged to piv or incur by reastvi ofany such alleged or 
actu^ infnngcrncnt ofa paxnl of paterMs. I1k PurtKase* and ihe Ciritc-nser 
agree lo render whatever Esistaoce it reasonably can 1 the way of 
inform iri oq and access lo records for the defense of any such suit 
This indernnity shall not extend to alleged or actual infhngetnents resulting 
fisvm the Seller*? conipltafvee wiih ihe PLireh£scr , s or Customers's design, 
tnetruetiofic, ptixt^ws. ot fofmitlaa, exovtdcjd, ItowcAtf. ihai the Seller agrees 
to be responrihtc if it is reasonable to awume the the Sd ler should have been 
awars of a possible alleged or actual infringement resutinig from the 
Purchaser "s or Custorncr's design, rnjlruttwni, proccsies. or formulaj »JhJ 
fails to notify the Purchasers of such possibility. 



each day the project is delayed beyond that point, 
c agreed ltnon project due date jfor Jthe StreetFax software i 

on complerion for the expanded project witn working title 
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Image of the "WORK FOR HIRE" document 
attached to ceglia's complaint, 
filed June 30, 2010 



Case 1:10-cv-00569-RJA Document 1-4 Filed 07/09/10 Page 9 of 14 

. 85/30/3018 15 02 60732«186 FHJL MG£NT|ERI PtS£ 15 



I 



"WORK FOR HLRE" CONTRACT 



SECTION 1-0EKBHALFJUJVISION3 



TV MM«N tm ftt MatitilH ■**» mat kat»* 



F» *TW Fific I*** atr*« to patcbaa a^Urih iMtf nl««^ 

<.*MIL^lOwS»XLBt-l«i*diartm lAaaw, I'l, oo*w. rt UWwn eaV ai» aiUlMd *raVKHmco 

l aiff aa u ^I ff ll^ to aak^aaaaam. toaa aj agaala fT ii |a>»>ftia«;ar 



OBTDHEJl - S¥™ffsi LLC to 
i*jb*«m afamaraarHnai #*f*h***r 



1 I 
TVa 



an- 



num COHIHAO - t*d c 



' Mmi ia nuw ir» tan 
nUbt M * rt anas' BiJ/ • 
MAaaihaaalaiabdan 



gjt ji a Mf. Kg 



atap 

a. tiiflUiiiU aW iilt ad la ari p IH t* «u •*» 

pa£c«. aajahvi v ■ Im rV aHar tayratf aliaaa ta*R 



kbidtokirtnMltet/tfiillMhiHtiiiaiti 



itm •> V i™i ■ MalMhM*tW tj *■ 

«n»aJ».riVaiCaal>aa,aal a>«^«atoa*C4*»«l«d a a i ma i ri aa 
naaa Ml maU U ta Mp daaljw il aUal ■ I ««aV^ I" 
«• rt-™* «*atj l«p*n to *m aMlUai Mk tUI V cVM 



laiayaltbfafjl r l «rv l | I u faW-aW^pHa/maiBrifcr raA^WaltMaaarMi^MwrihiA 
t< f .j- i-» .-J ». > irfmAM.j al a . fc«V»wit««Ml» i ta ia Vl l i i M iaa l j a i l »te «tf»W »>«>aW'i*»» 

aaowt to i aaahi Mfcl w I* i teaafenauj pvVwfc a*a ill Moot] 
laWTkirnaVa** 

I fe trrai M IViaM* »■ m I MT t*n* MM h tat BOXra. 
ytarartJ-l U-taji rat tutu lata-u Mnat tm f» BJW" af Ki btna aaal an aaymaiaiji) afurara to b Mia-. -Wa i 
MamtaHatsfnaafcm aTaWtyi4 ■ a ™flt<-7-* tV/an »mpii0« 

>• tvtkaa* k MM e*W Hto*l On lOaJai *aa it 1 

N» kanat of pwilan oSarjw er prta hawi *41 aa artov-*a 
laJaatoaorisaJry-aiftotoMrMaiFttaf. r*a tocjtaa* h J*IM *wa 
M Hal an tm ka hamal ►« It aMatnl faa|M« a\a 
a fat M»ft< ante • 
Ha AaTtW tfEs Caal M *« i« Ita*) Nan afwaj 

ty<M n m bVOcmi &ry*t aarvi a (»y #a Mti a AaSaJiafllOOOita^a 
(at *• •=* - |*MMa| »> ttMn kil n AD Ibr ti nt b IS 



Vfaja/H 

(■ tvUiaa.riaViaMjr^kaManat-aa MffaWlaTk jjn,, 
•M «al ta-kaVI laMt a* ta iaVi ItaraldDH «f»a r«»aaaanill 
tauaiaiMUbradMan^amukiahauii 
•at ta Mi nl ajaiUmkaa of kf hha O*ao rnlnf feu 
fefn la' ea af I ttftt arftrfak* In 3*0o M cany ■ to* wtaa 

b •! hM #C M ■aacait/afvaatnal vat ta f Ml SfKFOua! J« 



" l an afrpal to H a J 



(JHfcfaniriOOs.aaBn 

It ta anfaji jj taaaMM »j »• *w *a» mi m iMbal m 



rfa t»lo> *• «> k»*vpa~a aakn aort no 
ay mi *« •»» ** f»a»»»*aj 



TV aaytod apm o^lA^ fv fy t^^iJ (fi^iri a^il ink w - maaai iTIaraaiaaa 1 1 aliaril iltojii ill afimiiri h r ii r af 

Tlf Fu Kaoa*- ckal he Jwyimf \ KW Mtf aA aJaTlhamf IK bmsaft as to „ t5„»W. p— <pa. . tfajB M«a a 

*• VtaHl.a.»llapl.e«»«)ha**i(* ) «U M i|»>lii liaaaa* aa.ii.1. 6 talilii II >l i— ..alaa aatlman 
AM ™ . , tfianlliMiklfkkhTbt^^BaMariKV. 
Ua^Uavbaai^b^pajalaaallaHWia apmaaa bbU a> Kk>_ »4M *.<>>*"»< BKiavl 
t^(J.iiK.tftv,,r»M Sryw lcU»«a^aM»wi»iiaTai4iVCaiiM»a» M paM«a3^ 

L/ibi i i«. I i | K»7 >M r»taa »■ naiaani • an 
r Bay haaWaW top*/ of iafal ky naan *f any fvA aT'aaf <a 
L Ha y^rt aw a*j tia Gjtt *t 

■lyoaJlajBT^rrf 

rdrra^Qi w4 ttttm to naxna Far &t Mu af am BCD a. t 
Iksa MtraaHy cVti an aoaM b tSaral ai auaml ariVja yiiaa ia rav j ra 
Bvn aw StiWtccaa^RaKa vtlj *a navhaws'i «r Cartmna^ **'#*. 
Iimtat amzaaefl. or ftraMha BrrTaaaf. K ^ a n ai. lLa tla UMa rn 
to h toy all, ti i WaW Jl. fa am gw r. Win anaal Wn> ho 
aman af a ycamMi laVfal to laud ktaaaiaM max* (w b 
»an*aa: rt ar CaKavrD M#x bae¥C*zai amraaifi. « ton/* bJ 
Mh ai »M iManan afavA |— J«Vl 



W »V flWOlAftl - raqlUtoH ajrrai U n nrJ^a-iaax ataJ 
a* iafinKT.hl awA w aatoto p|Wt4 *y *• Tloa 

rtMilena 

*al a* m MtM f j anon ^attnal to rf^ 
» BT JFJJBI - IV Into am tm ae Mai ajafeka M bi 
i a y ti n ai a d — ■ aalcai ajfatonal ty Bayw Ika 
nMF-M Oil V tanaJCU t* arfana a^raaU la IV laral 



I Mil ■ II ■afaaaa.l.nam 
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each day the project is delayed beyond that point 
on oompteiion for the expanded project with woririttg title 
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Case 1 :1 0-cv-00569-RJA -LG^^^jgfptg^^Filed 03/26/1 2 Page 45 of 46 
Image of the "WORK FOR HIRE" document 

TAKEN BY PLAINTIFF'S EXPERT VALERY AdNSKY DURING HIS 

January 13, 2011 examination of the "WORK FOR HIRE" document 



"WORK FOR HIRE" CONTRACT 



SECTION I- GENERAL PROVISIONS 



I Definitions 



The following terms have ihe meaning specified sshen used herein 
PURCIlASLR'PaulCcglia 

CON'lKACIOK'Sfl MR Mark /uiVcihcfjl. his agents 
employ c«,sunpliers. 01 sub-comr actors, furnishing nurenals equipment, or 

SCfX IOCS 

CUSTOMER - Strettfax IXC the entity contracting for 
construction of othcT scrv ices form ihe Purchaser or « hich the goods and or 
Services pros ided hereunder arc for mcorpor alion into ihc work of are 
required lo facilitate completion of FSirehliseCs contrail with iuch entily 

PRIME CONTRACT - Tin* contract beiween Purchaser arid 

Seller 

2 lmirc Agrcemeni. 

Ihc contract bcisseeti ihe Pufchosci and Seller a> j Purchase agreement and 
"work mack for hire" reflect two sepcrBle business xcnlyie*, the first being 
for the uorl to be performed direcily for ihc Street! av Daiahasc arid the 
Programming language lo be provided hy Seller 

Second it is for the continued devclnpmenl ol the scilHarc. program and lor 
U»c purchase and dexigrs of a suitable website for the piojcet Seller has 
already iniiiaicJ thai is designed to oiler die siudenu i>r Harvard univcixitv. 
access, to a wesite simitar lo a live functioning yearbook vvjih the working 
lilleof " J be l ace Hook" 

H i* *gr«d (fad Puiduscr will p-wn a rutf interest C50%) in the software. 



? Purchaser's Property/Selkr's Rcsponsibihiy 

lor the Street! a* database Huyei agree lo pay fur arid maintain Ihe cost of 
upkeep for the servers needed for ii's opcraiwsn 

r ot ^ The Caere Hoi.4* + Seller agrees in maintain and act as the sties webmaster 
and lo pav for all domain and hosting expenses Itom 1J1C funds received under 
this: coniiact and Seller agrees that he vsill maintain votibd of these services 
« ill limes 

Data; drawings, tooling, patterns, materials, spcttficMkm*. and any other 
items of information supplied (0 Seller under this order sue ihe 
property of live Purchaser and musi he returned upon completion of this 
order Such items o: information are lo be used solely in the performance 
of Ihc work b) the seller and *hal I rM be UJcJ of diicfoscd ft* am otfxi 
puipmc wh iui'ese' wnhoul PurvlusciS pru r cxpic« vmiiicii cmicni 



6 Settlement of Controversies 

In ihe event thai this purvha^c iirder is lot materials or equipment which is. 
evLluded from tins Prime Contract, and in ihc case of dispute* between ihc 
Purchaser and ihc Customer or between the Purchaser and the Seller 
regarding materials or equipment to be furnished b) ihc Seller, the Seller 
agiecs 10 be houivd to the same extern thai ihc Puuha^cf u K^und by trie 
Icfnit oflhe Prinve Contract, and b> any and all decisions and deierminalions 
made ihtrcun Jcr, pros ided that ihc Seller shall have Ihe nghl to participate in 
the settlement Of Ins dispute to the cslenl Ibil the Seller mil be alfccled 
there bv 



rHogrammmg language and tainct) micros derived from Use expansion of ^ shjH janjc U() ^ pj)nKnHi , ,.4-,^ Jw ^e Seller. ssh K h j> 

that service lo a larger audience 



Ji Pjjment lerms 

No inSiUranvrc or premium c Karnes <>( pnee increase* svill be dltivsed 
unless authorized by Purchxwf in ssriiing N© increase in price from 
thai slated on the l;-:c hereof w ill be considered LhroucJ>out ihe 
daialHti of ihe iidej 

The Agreed upon Co>i ilwrt ih< Scltcr and the |iu>cr hisc a^ieed 
upon areai foJIovsi lluscr amies'* lopaA Ihc seller ihe Sum of SM^KU piece 
for the vscuk lo be performed Tor Siieelfax and 1 1 ,CiCkj for the woik lo be 
performed lor "The Page ttoc4*"" 
I we fees we agreed lo be a 5% deduciKm for ihe veller 
iflhe piojcet i* n^ eonipleied h> ihe due date iuvd an addiliorui l fl » 
deduct ton fi^r each day the project is delayed bes end that point 
The agreed upon project due datejfor Jlje f SucelFa\ 



hi iflhe I J or delayed cSdiesuh ofwts such dispute, except to the extent lhal 
the Puicba.ser h ultinutcls paid UiEeiestcvi monies due iheScllerThe Seller 
shall not be held liable if the Seller follovss inslruclions of the PUfcJuuc and it 
ts later iklerm ined that the I "ur chaser's insttihitKins w ere rM in ee>mpian<c 
with Ihe terms *nd specificaiiixis or ihc P*in»e ConWd Pending fmal 
dhpojliion i^f a dispute hereunder, the Seller ihall carr> en Ihe vsink unl<» 
othensise agreed I vsniing by Lhc purchaser 

In all isntances Ihe final authority ibould icsl wtlh the final Specifications 



M.jJI.IWJ./^i.y 

The *eretd upt<n tomplclion for ihe expanded project ssilh working litl 
"The Face Book" shall be JanruaA I i^OCM and an additional IS inKrcsi in 

the business ssill be due lhc buyer for ea.h day ihe ucbeitc is delayed from cqL , ipfT ient furnished hereunder by Ihe Seller or bv reason of tt.< pcirormancc 

of any work hereunder by Ihe Seller The Seller agrcssio defend al it's sole 



7 l'alcnl Indemnity 

PuichasiCf hold seller haymless fwan infrinsjcnscnl sellers vsurk maj 
^^eonslituie on patents held by anJ thiiJ parly thai result from the direct iccjucil 
f A Y^tffi/^ ^ C sirxk made by purchaser in this "vsork made for hire" agreement 
/ * Hfj ^ ne Seller hereby agrees lo be responsible fs>r all claims agamil the 

Purchaser of lhc Custonver fk>f alleged inlrinccnicnl of paienis by re*w.in of 
(he Purchaser'* <x Customer's, poisession, use. or s.akc of any materials rr 



Ihat dale 

AdJiUorul funds may be provided for enher projevl i« m to needed basis at expeme *M suit* 9gmml ihe Puichaier md'of IheTutkMTKr and lo SJhe «td 
Ihe sole diiscrcrion of the fsu)cr 



4 Changes 

a) BY PURCHASER - F hirchascr agrees thai no further revision shall 
be implemented until if unless approved by Ihc seller Tho^c 

reunions 

shall be irawmilted for written approval to seller 
h) UV SFl l fft - The Seller agrees thai mi fuilher revision shall be 
implemented unnl or unkss apptnvcJ b\ Huysr I kisc 
revisions sbaJI be Iransmillcd for written approval |o ihc Street 
fax Purvhasing Deparlmenl 



hold hamikis the Pu/chascr and the Cusuimer ftoni and against all cosu, 
expensed, judgements, and damages of any kind which ihc Purchaser ur the 
Cuilomer may be obliged to pay or incur by reason of any such alleged or 
aclurl infiingniicnt of a pj:ent m paicfii^ Ihc Pufvh-iser snj ifie CustonKr 
agree to render xshwexer assist*n<e it re-asonahle m 1 the hjj of 
information and access lo records for the defense of any such suil 
Ihis indemnity shall ix<t extend lo alleged or actual inlnngemcnts resulting 
fi«n the Seller's compliance with ihe Purchaser's or Customers "s design. 
mslriMiom. processes, or formulas pros ided. however, that the Scllei agiecs 
10 he responsible if it is reasonable lo a.s>urtie the ihe Seller should fuse been 
aware of a possible alleged or actual infringement resulting from the 
Purchaser's or Customer's design, inslruclions, processes, or formulas and 
fails lo notify the Purchasers Ofltfcjl p^uhility 



each day the project is delayed beyond that point. 

1 agreed upon project due date jforlhe StreetFax software \ fr rl 

on complexion for the expanded project witn working title p 
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Case 1 :1 0-cv-00569-RJA -LG^g^^jgpptg^^ iled 03/26/1 2 Page 46 of 46 



Image of the "WORK FOR HIRE" document 

TAKEN BY DEFENDANTS' EXPERT PETER V. TYTELL DURING DEFENDANTS' 

July 14, 2011 examination of the "WORK FOR HIRE" document 



-WORK I OR HIRir CONTRACT 



SIXTION 1-<iHNHRAI. PROVISIONS 



l iHfmilionj 



I be following Ktirn have lhc meaning specified when used herein 

purchaser- m ccgiu 

COnTHACTORySHtl.ER - .Mailt /ucVerberg. his agents, 
emptosecs. supplier*. 01 suh-conlr.ictor\ furnishing miutuh equipment, nr 
KHVfeCi 

ClJSlOMFR - SircctKax I LC the entity contracting for 
construction pf other scrs ices lorm the tVjfcftaser or which the good) and or 
services provided hereunder aix loi ma rpoMik>n into it e wojk oi ;ve 
requited lit laeihutc tonipkiton of Puriha^er \ coiwa..i vsiili suJi tiiiu\ 

PRIME CONTRACT - This contract between Purchaser and 

Setter 

2. Entire Agreement 

The contract between the Purchaser and Seller as a Put chase agreement and 
"work made for hire"' reflects |wo sepeuie business ventures, the liist hemg 
for ihe m«V m he performed dircillv for the Street Fas Database jnj the 
Programming language lo he pros iJcd by Seller 

Second ii is tor the ci'Ptmued development of the software, program and Tor 
the puKhasc nnd design of a suitable website for ihe project Selte? h» 
alreads initiated thai ii designed to olTci (he students of Harvard untrtfltty 
access tn a vmtitC ifanillf (0 a lise functioning y earhosA with the working 
Lille of "The Face Uook" 

U is agreed thai Purchaser Mill own a half intetevi (?li>%) in the software, 
programming language and business interests derived from Lhc expansion of 
Out sent kc In a larger audience 

3 Payment Term* 

Nn insurance ih premium charges or price increases ut|| he allowed 
unless authored by Purchaser in writing No increase m prist from 
lhal stared on the face hereof will he Considered ihiosjgbout ihe 
duration of lhc order 

Ihe Agreed upon Com thai the Seller and the Buyer have agreed 

upon, are a* follow* Haver agrees to pay the seller ihe SunuTSIfOOapicec 

fe* ihe work to be performed fur Suetlfas and $ 1 ,000 fiw ihe work to be 

performed Tor "T he Page IkvIT 

I are fees we agreed lo be a 5% deduction for the seller 

if ihe project i* IM eonipTeted h) ihe due dale and an aJdnnsul I"j 

deduction for each day the project h delayed beyond lhal piuiii 

T>e agreed upon project due date ifor the ^ireelFax spAwSDC \f 



** 1'uri.hatci's I'ropeil) Seller's Resp^isthflity 

For ihe Street Fax diatabase IJuyer agree \w pay foi and maintain the COM v\ 
upkeep for the ven ert needed for if* operation 

For "Ihe l ace Hook" Seller agrees Id mainlasn and act a> the Mle> iH'bnu-dcr 
and h^ pa) f^ all dv^ruin and hosting evpentes frifii the fundi received under 
tlm tonlracL and Seller agrees thai he will maintain control of Ihc-e venue* 
at all time* 

Data, drawinp. timlmg. patterns, malcrials. ".pecifujlioiu. and .my oiIki 
ttotij infofmai jort supplied lo Sellt* inWef this order are the 
property of ihe Purchaser and rottf be returned] upon eompleluHi ofthtt 
order Sueh items or information arc lo be used sulci) in the peifoimanee 
of Ihe Moil h> the seller and shall K- uu*d or disclosed for any i^iher 
purpose whatsoever ssilhoul Inarchascr's prkM c\pfc*s ssrillen tt<nscnt 



6 Settkmern of C*wiHo*eri*o 

In tlw event dijj ibis pur^haie order is for iiuieru!-. nr equipment which is 
e\Juded from this Prime Contract, and m ihe cave ol ilivpute-. Ktssetn the 
Purchase i and the Customer it behseen the Purchaser and the Seller 
regarding maicriaU o* ettuiprtKni to be furividved by the Seller, the Seller 
agrees lo he h.Hjnd to the same evleni dial Ove Purchase! is bound by the 
terms of Ihe Prime Contract, and by any and all dttlltofU and kk t< fill trillions 
made thefCimdcr, provided that the Seller shall have ihenphl lo parti*, ipale in 
ihe KUlemenl of any dispute to the evieni ihat the Seller vsill he affeckd 
ihereby 

SVi i merest shall accrue on any pas mentis J othcrssise due ihe Seller, which *s 
vsiihhcld or delayed as a result of any such depute, essepl to (he cvlcnl llm 
the fVfehaier is ultimately paid inlereit on niifnie* due the Seller The Seller 
shall nc4 be held bible if Ihe Seller follows initiations id Ihe Purehaw and il 
is later Ji'lermmed that ihe Purchaser's msiru^tiims were rv< in compMnse 
"iih the (erms and specifications of the Prime Gfliracj Ptndinj FmaJ 
dnp<HihOfl of a dispute hereunder, the Seller slull carry on the uofV unless 
othenstse agreed I wnnn&hy the purchaser 

In all isnlances the final auihofti>- shs^uld lest with the final Speeilieationt 



/, 

The agreed upon complelion Rh the e\p.indeJ project with working; til!e 
"The Face KooW' shall be>anrum 1 2lXV4 and an addiljonal 1% interest in 
the business will be due the buyer for each day the websile is delayed from 
than due 

Additional funds nuy be provided for cither projeel on an as needed basis at 
the sole discretion el the Hu\ef 



4 Changes 

a) HV PtlRCIlASJ R - pyjtfuscr agrees that ihi fmlhei resnion shall 

he jnipleiiiented until of unless approved by the seller lht>se 

re\tsKfl.i 

ihall be transnutled for viriiten approval to seller 

b) ItV SI I I I R |lie Seller agrees that no further revision shall be 

iniplemetUed mini i^r unless approved by Miner lho->c 

re> isjons shall tf.wivmiiled lot written appmsjl ihe Sireel 

Y'n Putehaamg IJepartmient. 



1 Patent Indemnity 

Purchaser hold seller harmless lor an mfiingemenl selkrs vsoik nuy 
ci>nsifiulc on patents held by and thud party lhal result from the da reel ie*iuvsi 
raf the wi'tk made by purchaser m this oik made for hire'' agrcernenl 
The Seller Iierchy agrees to be rcspomifek f*»f all claims against lhc 
Purchaser of me Customer for alleged infringement o| paicnis hy reau-n ol 
the Purchaicr's or Cuskvwr's ps^sscision, ysc. or sake or any material* t* 
CijuipnKnr. furnished hcreund«,-r by die Seller or by icawio of Ihe perfoiniaiice 
of any work hereunder b> the Seller The Seller agicss to defend at it's tofc 
opense all suits agamil lhc Purchaser and'oi thcCuslomei and lo sasc and 
hold harmless the Purchaser and the Customer from and against all costs, 
esptnsed. judgements, and damago ol any kind which Ihe Piifshaivi ■ •< tin- 
Cuitonver may be obliged to pay or uxur bv reason of any such al leged or 
actual mfiingemenl of a patent or patents Ihe Purchaser and the Customer 
agree to render whiles cr assistance it reavonabk s»n 1 the way of 
information and access uwecs«fds fof lhc defense of any such suit 
This indemnity shall not evtenJ to alleged iir actual infringements resulting 
from Ihe Seller's compliance vsnh the l*urchiser"s or Customcrs's design, 
liutrueiioru, pfivresses i<r fivmulat provided, however, lhal the Seller agree> 
in be resfHussihle if it is reasonable lo assume ihe ihe Seller dvuldhjVL- heen 
aware of a possible alleged s»r actual infringement resulting from the 
Punha^erS or Customer's design. msliiKlionv. ptoeews. or fi>rnuflas and 
f4t/s to n t »(ifi the Purchasers of such p\issihiliiy 



each day the project is delayed beyond that point, c i 
e agreed upon project due date ifor^he StreetFax software i> 7 

/ } ■ 

ion completion for the expanded project with working title 
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